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RESPONSE 



HoncraWe C-i SS1 o„er for Patents 
Washington, I 1 . C . 2 0.:.3l 

Sir: 

. i s responsive to tne 

The present comuniCdtL-. is - 

, v- . - 2002 Claims 1-44 presently 
Offic- Action of October , 20_. 

, . h ™ wer been examined on the 
■ +-v,ic. ,-ase No claims ha/^ yer, 
appear m this case. 

v-^-t- to restriction 
Ht . All of the clauns hav, be,n subnet to 
merits. ^i 1 

Reconsideration and withdrawal of 
and election requirements. Re~on» 

. ard --amination and allowance of 
th- restriction requirement, and ...a 

<- ■ th- - 3 se are hereby respectfully 
all ..he claims now present m th, .-ase a. 

urged. 

v . r ^ iu r,d restriction among the 
The examiner has requi_-a 

+- in qt-inrt inventions. 
. -Hea-dly independent instinct 
following Groups of alleg-aiy 

, f r nrom-'tina nerve 
c t-VI ar- drawn to methods for prom- 
Groups I ar - J 

.-rrrtf^ti-m, and Groups VII to 
t-i^n rr conferring neur,proteaiJn f 
reaenerat ion or cjhj- 
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, tt , ds for preventing or inhibiting neuronal 
yil ar- drawn to methods tor p 

a rl .. t hod for preventing 
rrouD XIII i s drawn to. a nuuici 
degeneration. oroup aixx 

.-^nhrortinc, „,«ro D ai d ^»tion by a*.i*ist«i», a 

t - r £ .- r op - t e g »l»ti», B 7.: c,-sti»ul.tory molecule or 

composition t,r up r j 

■ R 7 ? cc-stimulatory molecule. Within 
aen^icallv manipulating B7 . 2 ,o 

c VTT to vjt, the examiner considers 
Groups I to VI and Groups VII to 

f ,_v M-.-sppcific activated T 
„ach =f the administration of (a) sp~ 

antigen or analogue, (o peptide 
c-lls, (b) NS-specifi- antijen 

/ a \ a nucleotide sequence 
derived from an HS-specifiC »t,»», W> DU " 

a nucleotide sequence 
_ n Hc-.sppcific antigen, a rau 

encoding an n-- spe^- 

M c_c r ,enfic antigen, and 
encdmg a peptide derived from an dS „pe- 

f , a> -(*) as being independent and 
(f, any combination of (a) L) 

. .thod n-e examiner considers the 
distinct aspects of the method. A.. 

4- > i,- d-tin.-t lecause they require 
methods to be patentable dx~-in- 

= 5 K-r;s and endpoints . This 
dL fferent ingredients, process st.ps, 

4- , r -r^»d at least as so far as 
rejection is respectfully trav.rs.d, 

Groups I to Mil are concerned. 

w - ; c- a; , r eric to all or 
1 • - neneri'- claim that is g-nen 
Claim 1 i s a geneix- 

• _ rprt^d to the 
f t to XII The claim is ^ rec - u 
thp Groups of. I to ah. 

. f -, s _ s r, P rific activated T- 
T , v ., t th ^ generation of db ^eu 
discovery that on- j~ 

. n rrrmot - nerve regeneration, 
., ,- r- qnnfh°r, will prcmoL- 
cells, in one way or anotn.r, 

+- - -r inhibit neuronal 
-,„f,r neuroprotection, and prevent or 

generation in the nervous svste m , whether centra! or 
F „ iph „.i. —in, the adoration of the effects of 
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^ € f-y,^ examiner's 
Th- six techniques of tn~ 
irnury or disease Th_ 

, VTI t o vn, set forth in subparagraphs (a, 
^ou P s I to VI and Vxl to -II, 

1 • , arP all techniques for obtaining the same 
to (f) =f claim x, are 

can he done by administering the T-ceUs themselves, .r 

• , • antigen or a peptide, or a nucleotide 
administering antige 

, f c-„-h an antigen or 
fh^ expression of bU.n 
sequence that causes tn - exp 

, rr activate T-cells there, jamst ir. vivo, 
peptide, in order to a,t,/dt 

p a ™ c , s of the same general invention. 
Ail r,f these aie aopecio 

" «---< t r r-triction practice 

MPEP § 803.02, is directed t, r_- 

rl Tim 1 ^ s effectively a 
with respect to Marhush claims. Claim - 

^, T bd s section of the MPEP states that it 
Mar kush- type cj.aim. ki- 

, ^fv.-e t- examine that which 
• -, r . or f,-,- the Office to refu.e t. 
15 W " ' . ,- nunlPS s the sublet matter 

applicants regard as their invents unl- - 

cf invention. Here, unity of 
in the claim lacks unxty of 

all of the embodiments share the 
invention is present because ^- 

(i , -ausma the production 

same special technical feature U - 

. , , T-ce^ls) • All of the ingredients 
of H s-specific actuated T ce.isj 

.v. are a common utility and 
v. „„h in the method s.-are 
which can be used m 

s ha. a substantial structural feature dispel as being 

• . hat a^l of them, either directly 
essential to that utility m .hat a-x 

. fic T _ ( ^H3 to appear m vivo, 
or indirectly, cause MS-specific T - 

Mm is th- same whether used to 
Similarly, the invention is 

--r t-. inhibit neuronal 
promote nerve regeneration, or t. 
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, nt in accordance with the present 
T h^ treatment m 

degeneration. 

..v -r both -ccur, depending ,-n tn- 
- all cr.^ either or Jooxn 
invention ...auso. ex 

, rPatpd The ingredients, process 
iniury of disease being treated. 

J m e os of whetner 

steps , and endpomts are the same reaardless 

_n is ^ promoted or ^ration 1. b.»W 

reger 1 . e , r ini », y will h e ^ - 

n r all of Groups I to 
Thus, m an oi. 

is the endpoin... 

4. rh P ingredients die ,ne - 
'-^r-'c; c-tatenent, tne iuj 
the examiner s -wl 

v v ar^ b-mg generated, 
T-rells which are l~x =i . 
is always Ilb-speoin- - - , lEP( -tly, 

r -rated ex vivo and administered nrect 
whether they are generated 

• v- administering the antigens, or 

-r- hv administering MUei ,iu 
. • deriv-d therel.rom, or by 
peptxdes den/-- rli , rive a therefrom. 

r -, u ,, -h- antigens or peptide, .-r 
whi^ tnen pr-da.- -h - ^ 

, v , .nar^dient is always the HS-speoi-ic 
The active .ngr^Ji 

r . r , s o£ th . single Markush claim aie not 

. 3 . entire Markush claim 

patenta .,ly distinct. Examination o. -h- 
. ^ ianc , with MPEP is therefore in — . 

" 3C ""'" • co rsi 3 ers the Karkush claim to be 

lf i-he examiner consider. 

invention, then it should be 
t „o broad and lacking unity or in/e. - 

that r^c.urse can be had to the 
. , . bat basis so that r~- 

r-^iected on ■-i.o.t- , 

,M interference., rather than to 
Board of Patent Appeal* and 

r.irector of Patents and Trademarks. 

" ' in order t, - response, applicants here,, elect 

nt , n " c£wK , drawn to a method for prevents or 

the xnventi~n c x t- 
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t-ion by administering a peptide 
i H^apn^-r at ion jjy 

inhibiting neuro ;: SF : ; t ; c .^.» — — 1 to 

derived from an 1^-sp . -i 

*< 31 to 40 ' anl 41 1 z ^, ^ . — - — 

The examine:, has 

• „ states that if ^e specks 

„t -. i mc will oe 

, th^ following species: 

elects tnt i^- inyarv 

With respect to paragraph ,, sp 

1 - \ rent l a i 
-,^v- a species • 
With respect to paragraph 4, sp 

nervous system. sp!r , al 

t- naraqrapn ^ -t-f-- 
With resp-rct pare i 

cord injury. be Ueved that 

v. f it is not- ot;-- 1 -- 
* «r.rt rr, paragraph 6, it 
With resp^-t -- v PX t-nt 

v-i-t- tn th« exo_iiL 
,,. abl . to the elected invention, but 
this xs app^abl- siects (cc)f 

- criU reauired, appi- 
that an election 1 = St. 11 . ioen . 

derived from an HS-specif 10 
sensitized to a Peptid- 1- 

wir _ n re spect to paragraph 7, sp-c 

u n it is not believed chat 
With respect to paragraph 8. it 

ll ..., le to the elected invention but to 
this species is appli-oie pr ., vlE ional 

, .., v. „,oessary, applicant hereby P r. 
extent that it iW -e n-- 

elects species tt, tlogo. 

n .- f to paragraph 9, applicant elects 

'With resp^-t t j t 

■ - v,bh suticutanejusly . 
species ddd, 
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1S u ™d that the examiner's initial 
Thus, it is urj-a 

■ hP directed to a method for preventing or 
examination be directs 

. al deg .neration comprising administering * 
inhibiting neuronal deg-ne 

. f :„ ^ntia^n wherein this 
peptide derived fro, an MS-specifiC .nti 3 - 

a *nri is administered 
peptide is an epitope of »oc,o-*. 

sl7 for «no ratinq the effects of m^ry - 

subcutaneousl/ tor am, ^ 

...... -~» •■.■.»•■• - — 

■ f . rrd to be allowable, it is u, y e. ... - 
Once this species is f.und 

^ crope of presently appearing 
all of the species withm the sccpe - 

. , a ilowed in this case. claims 

, • 1 should be examined and a.-iow 
claim 1, shouiJ olpr ted 

^ a-\ nr-s-nt'V read on the elected 
32? 38/ 39 and 41 preset: , 

speries. 

Respectfully submicted, 
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